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A SHOUT ACCOUNT
Of

DR TODD'S PEOFESSIONAL CAREER,
AND AN

EPITOME OF HIS STIMULATING DOCTRINE.

DocTOE Todd died on the evening of the 30th of Janiiary

last, at the age of 51, after a few hours' seizure, according to

the ' Lancet,' " of immense congestion of, and hjemorrhage

into the stomach, duodenum, and liver, the latter being in

an advanced state of cirrhosis," which means disorganisation

of the liver, consequent on congestion and inflammation,

morl)id conditions which Dr Todd would not recognise

in his teachings. He was an Irishman by birth, whose
father died of nearly the same disease, but at a some-

what earlier age. In 1831, being then twenty-two years

of age, Mr Todd came to London as a surgeon, and com-
menced lecturing on anatomy at the Aldersgate-street

School of Medicine, whence he transferred himself, in

1835, to that of the Westminster Hospital. So young
a lecturer on anatomy is rather a phenomenon, and it

is not surprising that in the extensive work he projected

about this time, under the title of ' Cyclopaedia of Anatomy
and Physiology,' which was only completed within a

few months of liis death (a compilation of acknowledged
merit and value for the many contributions it contains

from first-rate authorities), he should himself have taken
a very large share of the labour in the anatomical de-

partment, besides the general superintendence of the
publication. In it Mr Todd contributed seven articles

on Descriptive Anatomy ; eleven articles on. General
Anatomy and Physiology; and six ai-ticles on Zoological

Anatomy and Physiology. Remarkable as the Cycloptedia

here alluded to must be admitted to be in eveiy respect as a
scientific compilation, it yet must yield to the still more
marvellous effort of a single hand : the ' Dictionary of
Medicink,' by Dr Copland, published contemporaneously,
which has secured to its gifted author an indisputabio
claim to a never-fading reputatioa
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In 1 836, Mr Todd wtis appointed Professor of Physiology
in King's College, London, taking his degree the same
year of M.D. ad eimdevi in the Oxford University, and
becoming a Licentiate of the College of Physicians. Four
years later he was named one of the Physicians of the
Hospital attached to that School In these two capaci-

ties he delivered a number of lectures, which he published
from time to time. Those connected with his practice at

the hospital he entitled " Clinical Lectures," of which four

series have seen the light,—the last, or fourth, " On the

Treatment of Acute Diseases" having appeared between
the day of his death and that of his burial.

Finding that his practice increased, Dr Todd, in 1853,
resigned the chair of Physiology. I am not aware that

during the seventeen years he occupied that important post

he undertook and made known any of those original,

strikmg, and experimental investigations which would en-

title him to be ranked with his contemporary physiologists

of this and other countries, known for such investigations,

and not merely for WTitten physiological compilations

or imaginations. 'What experimental researches (I do not

allude to mere microscopical interpretations) divulging

new facts, establishing new principles, or developing new
laws in natiu'e, has he published like those of Bischoff^

Kolliker, Flourens, Mihie-Edwards, Kiernan, Paget, Marshall

Hall, Kobert Lee, Wagner, Matteucci, Eolando, Geffroy-St-

Hilaire, Brown-Scquard, Bernard, Eobiii, and many others

taken at random ?

We are informed by the ' Lancet ' that the same reason

which induced him to resign the before-mentioned chair

—

namely, a still farther increase of practice—compelled him,

in 1859, "reluctantly " to leave the Hospital. But on this

point there seems to be a difference of opinion, for one of

Dr Todd's own advocates, who addressed the 'Medical

Circular' under letter " B," assuming a querulous tone

on this point says :
" It is well known that Dr Todd Avas

ousted the other day at the Hospital, and another Phy-

sician sans e^r6nonie put in his place." This is an important

revelation if true, and can only be explained by supposing

that the proclaimed doctrines of the Professor were be-

ginning to be of detriment to the School, and that the

authorities hastened to protest against them by removing

their teacher ; for on any other ground, either of honesty or
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morality, Dr Tudd was unassailable. And with regard to

the extent of his practice, a positive statement was made

to me since the appearance of my pamplilet by an old

acquaintance of mine, and a warm friend of the late

Professor, that his practice had only been of consequence

for the last two or tlu'ee years, in one of which he had

realised eight thousand pounds. No doubt he deserved

it, for he worked hard and incessantly. Unfortunately,

the applause of his admiring students and pupils (and

what lecturer, except a very dull one, has not very many
such ?) spoiled him,—acted like his own stimulating pra<j-

tice on his sensorinm,—muddled it, and led him to con-

ceive a system of theoretical and pmctical medicine, of

which one may, with the French biographer of a much
more celebrated physician, John Brown, when s])eakiug

of his stlienic and asthenic plan (which, castrated of the

first of those principles, the King's College Piofu.'ssor has

adopted as liis own), rightly exclaim thus—" Ce fut une

fmit ^norme qui tend a faire retrograde!' la 2'>hysiologie et

la patholoyie"*

And what is this "faute ^norvuT' Dr Todd himself

shall state it in his own words, as they are to be found in

the preface to his last series of lectures already alltided to,

" On the Treatment of Acute Diseases."
" If one may venture a suggestion respecting the future

of pathology and practice founded on it, it A\'0uld be that

a time is not far distant when all men who jimctise medi-

cine in a scientific spirit, and divested from the trammels
of routine, will discard the distinction of acute inflamma-
tion and acute disease in general, as to asthenic and
sthenic—tliat all these maladies will be regarded as more

* I wonlfl strongly recommend to the youthful and ardent adniirc-rs of

Dr Todd's practice to peruse this admirable biogi'ai)liy of Ur Jolin Brown,
and the exposition it contains, as well as confutation of his sthenic and
asthenic system of medicine. In that very system tlioy will find all tliat

their own professor has given them as liis own original idcius, i-niijin'ssing

only that part whi('h admitted sthenic di.<;easo8 to be treated by bleeding,

purgatives, and emetics. Dr Todd denied the existence of such diseases,

and rejocti'd the remedies a.s impi'ojier,— a doctrine, by tlic bye, wliich has
cost him his life. Monsieur Coutanccau, the biograplier of Ihown, ha.s

most forcibly ex])laiiicd how such doctrines, absurd j)i'.r se though they
he, nevertlieless acquire a soi't of popular and temjiorary i)re8tigc which
••arries along all tliose who live in tlie " dicta mm/istn," and never read or
think fi ) thcnisclvi's.
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or less asthenic" (diseases of weakness), "and as promoting,
more or less, undue waste of tissue ; and tliat in treatment,
an object of primary importance will be the early adoption
of means " (stimulants, brandy, port wine, alcohol, &c.) " to

iiplwld vital poioer, and the watchful and continued use of
them thronghoi.it the duration of the case."

The following pages will have illustrated in an undis-

puted and melancholy manner how wrong, how pernicious,

how fatal, such a doctrine, followed by such a practice,

will prove to society, should they, unfortunately, be adopted
by the rising generation of medical practitioners, as the

reviewer of the lectures on acute diseases in the ' Medical
Times and Gazette' hopes may be the case; though he
fears that such a consummation will be far remote. Quod
Dii concedant.

Another great merit, as a practitioner, ascribed to Dr
Todd by his biogi-aphers in the ' Lancet ' and ' Medical
Times,' and by his anonymous friend " B," was the quick-

ness of his perception of disease, and the accuracy of his

diagnosis. He seems from his early practice to have been a
great favourer ofthe science ofLavater in diagnosing diseases.

" It is a good exercise for you, gentlemen (said he), to

watch the physiognomy of disease, the peculiar expression

of countenance, and the complexion. How often will a
practised eye detect by the peculiar sardonic expression

incipient pericarditis in rheumatic fever! How often does

the face suggest the tubercular cachexy and a cancerous

affection, or some form of abdominal disease !" We
know how quicldy Dr Todd detected the poisoned condi-

tion of Mrs Barnes in Dr Smethurst's case, or the equally

true delirium tremens of Mr Hindley, or, in fine, his own
really congested and cirrhotic state of his liver.

From the tenor of these prefatoiy observations it will

appear manifest that in bringing forward, not wilfully,

but compulsorily, my sad experience of the danger of

Dr Todd's doctrine, it had never been in my mind to

detract from his personal merits, or his scientific labours,

•or professional qualifications. I war against the principles,

not against the man.
A. B. G.

1 Curzon Street, 31«i March, 1860.



DR TODD.—FATAL EFFECT OF THE

STIMULATING TREATMENT.

TO THE EDITOR OF THE 'MEDICAL CIECULAR.'

Sir,—^Your correspondent in the * Circular' of February

15th, signing himself "Justus," is hardly tme to the title

he assumes. To be so, while in the act of questioning,

through three interrogatories, the professional worth of a

Physician recently deceased, who, at all events, contrived

within the last eight years, and especially since Dr
Bright's death, to get himself numbered among the leading

Practitioners of the day, " Justus " should have signed his

own proper name and title, that the public might judge
how far his own character and reputation as a medical
man entitled him to question or to appeal against the

judgment of that portion of the London Society which
looked upon Dr Todd as a distinguished Physician.

Now, it has happened to be my fate to differ from that

judgment on the only occasion on which I met liim in

consultation, through a too fatal experience of his erroneous

views, both theoretical and practical. That experience
convinced me that Dr Todd's poptdarity was but another
of the many illustrations I have met with, in the course of

along professional life, of good Dr Baillie's remark to me,
"that mere luck, rather than science and skill, oftener

places a London Physician at the top of the tree. Look
around you," he used to say ; and so we may say still.

M. Salgucs, in his work entitled 'Prejugesdes Reputations,'

has weU defined this species of popularity.
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Such being iny conviction, I hesitate not to deliver it to

the public through your columns, signed with my name,
and thus reply to " Justus's " third interrogatory by the
following tragical narrative. May it prove a warning to

my junior contemporaries not to walk in the steps of one
who attempted to revive, in its most unmitigated and
pernicious form, the Brunonian system !

The late Member for Ashton, whose unlimited confidence

I had enjoyed for fifteen years, being taken suddenly ill on
Saturday, the 21st of November, 1857, at eleven o'clock at

night, I was hastily summoned to his side by his son-in-

law, the Member for Wigan, who had fortunately just

arrived from the country, at Dartmouth House, St James's
Park. I found the patient excited, very red in the face,

with a full pulse. I had seen him in similar attacks

before ; but on the present occasion there was added to

the momentary cerebral excitement a certain degree of

hallucination. I was aware that there had existed many
causes to produce this unfortunate state— some of a

domestic afflicting nature, by which he had been made a

solitary being in his house ; others of a commercial
description connected with the gigantic panic of that

period, although his credit and his extensive manufacturing
concerns never suffered in reality from it ; and others,

finally, of a dietetic character. I prescribed the usual

remedies, wliich on eveiy former occasion had succeeded,

and left him under the affectionate care of his relative.

On the following morning, 22nd November, there was
some amendment, consequent on the effect of the medicines

prescribed and the strict diet enjoined. As it was necessary

that some medical man should be near at hand, it was
suggested that Mr La^des, of Great George street, shoidd

be requested to visit the patient, and watch and note the

progress of the complaint, which was, in fact, an impending
phrenitis.

On Monday, the 23rd, the symptoms became more pro-

minent, and the remedies employed were, consequently,

more energetic. The patient, apparently clear of intellect,

had become contentious, and even pugnacious, sitting up
in bed, and, in his loudest tones, abusing son-in-law, phy-

sician, and attendants—even his much-attached man-
servant.

Early on Tuesday, 24-th November, a note from the former,
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thus couclied,
—

" Mr Hindley has had a very sudden

attack, pray come,"—brought me to him. Mr Lavies was

there, who" had judiciously applied a strong synapism to

the nape of the neck. Partial paralysis had taken place

of the organ of speech ; and although excitement made the

patient gesticulate as he was lying in bed and call out

aloud, he jv^as unable to put together his phrases or complete

his words. Heat all over the head was intense. Cold

towels were applied to it, which became heated immediately

and steamed. The eyes were glistening ; his pulse was
quick, full, and strong. I despatched an express for Mr
Mapleson, while I remained in attendance with IVIr Lavies.

A strong aperient draught, which I had previously pre-

scribed, had been administered early in the morning.

On Mr Mapleson's arrival, six ounces of blood were

du-ected to be taken by cupping as high up in the neck as

the synapism would allow, two glasses on each side, which
was quickly done. The operator was directed to remain

in attendance in case of his services being again required.

At my second visit, three hours after, I found the cupping

had decidedly relieved the patient ; and his son-in-law

admitted as much. The pulse was neither so full nor so

quick The heat of the head had lessened, ' and there was
no longer the disposition to be violent to those around him,

while his hands remained quiet. His loquacity, however,

imperfect as it was, continued. Some calomel and James'
powder combined were given, and the black draught ordered

to be repeated. In the evening, at half after nine, there

was a still greater improvement ; he had had some quiet sleep,

spoke more coherently and perfectl;^, knew me and
answered my questions, but continued excited, especially

against the people around him. He reasoned oddly, and
always on money matters. An experienced nurse was pro-

cured to tend him through the night alternately with his

housekeeper and his man-servant, who never quitted his

bed-chamber ; and a consultation with Dr Bright was
determined upon for the moiTow.
At my morning visit on tlie 25th, I ascertained that the

calomel and James' powder had produced seven very dark
and almost putrid stool.s. The pulse was reduced to 100,
and intermitted. The head being still hot, cold water had
continually been applied. The tongue was much cleaner.

The patient had become much more tractaltla, and took
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four table-si)oonfuls of vermicelli broth from my hands,
which he had refused to take before. He knew me perfectly,

and replied coherently to my questions ; but the attention

and very assiduous care of his son-m-law seemed to make
no impression. Dr Bright, at our first consultation in the
afternoon, coincided with me in the view of the case ; the
calomel was ordered to be repeated and a blister applied,

while minute doses of tartar emetic were to be administered
every four hours. Notwithstanding all these effective

remedies, I found the patient on the following morning,
Tlmrsday the 26th, in a state of violent deliiium, with a
strong full pulse, not knowing me or Mr Lavies, threaten-

ing to strike both him and me and every one else around
him, tallcing of imprisonment and treachery, and pointing

to his man-sei'vant as the traitor.

I shall now, Sir, proceed to copy from my Medical
Eegister the entries of each subsequent visit as they stand

there in extenso ; and you will bear with my prolixity when
you consider how important it is to the right judgment of

the case, and its tragical termination, that none of its fea-

tures should be omitted, nor any circumstance suppressed.

Two of the principal actors in the drama, alas ! have gone
before me, who was their senior in age and in length of

practice, though far below their elevated station in public

estimation. One other medical witness alone is aHve,

and he will know whether my narrative is according to

truth.

Nov. 26.—I am thoroughly convinced that the brain is

again lying mider the pressure of increased vascularity,

which will lead to typhoid symptoms, unless projierly

checked by depletion and other active means. The bowels

had acted amply last night, and he was comparatively placid

and intelligent ; and now, after five hours' sleep obtained

without the aid of opiates, he awakes furious. The first

cupping had produced unmistakeable relief for a season ; a

sharp blister next calmed the rising storm for twenty-four

hours ; and now cupping again alone can lull the present

much more threatening symptoms. I think Dr Bright did

not take a sufficiently comprehensive view of the case, from

the want of knowledge of the patient's robust frame

and constitution. HoAvever, Mr Lavies entirely agreed that

cupping was again alisolutely required, and Mapleson was

consequently summoned. T learned afterwards that, owing
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to the patient's great violence, the operation could not be

accomplished : iu the coiu'se of the day, that violence, with

incessant loquacity, increased. At the consultation in the

middle of the day, finding the cupping defeated, Dr Bright

suggested a small anodyne, the draught of which, though

simple, was soon rejected, in consequence of which Mr
Lavies gave some anodyne drops instead. At the second

consultation in the evening, we found the patient more
delirious and violent than ever ; his pulse 120, full and in-

compressible
;
eyes glistening

;
vigorous action of the arms,

and at one time threatenings to jump out of bed, declaring

he would not submit to being kept in prison. On with-

drawing from the bed-room, I expressed my opinion that

unless cupping was again had recourse to, there was little

chance of the patient surviving. Dr Bright agreed ; and
he himself wi'ote a note to Mapleson to come and take away
8 oz. more of blood from the neck. I learned next day
that the operation was performed at eleven o'clock the same
evening without any resistance on the part of the patient

(being a measure he had himself had recourse to when ill

on former occasions), who soon after fell asleep, and slept

quietly for five hours, only occasionally snoring while on
his back, but not at all when on his right side, to which he
would turn by himself and go to sleep again.

Such was the satisfactory report when I visited the
patient earlyon the 27th. The patient was then Ipng on his

right side, his face turned towards a glaring sunlight passing
through a crimson curtain. He was asleep. His respira-

tion, 24? in the minute, was equal, soft, and well drawn.
Nothing could be more promising. We had evidently
subdued the phrenetic state of the brain ; and as the patient's

constitution was sound, without any appearance of weak-
ness, still less of prostration, there was every ground for a
fa,vourable prognosis ; and such opinion I communicated to

his relative.

To my great surprise, however, on leaving the room his
son-in-law informed me that, at the solicitation of some
relatives, and without previously consulting either Dr
Bright or myself, he had requested Dr. Todd to join in the
approaching consultation at two o'clock that same afternoon.
I deenied it my duty to observe to him, that in a multi])li-

cityof counsels in medical questions there was no wisdom,
but .confusion. Things were now wearing an encouragiijg
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aspect : we were perfectly aware of the nature of the com-
plaint, which we had met energetically. It required no new
light to be thrown npon it, and new counsels could only
serve to bring some new-fangled idea or crotchet peculiar to

the individual freslily called in, which M'ould arrest the pro-

gress of our good treatment, or make tis lose time. At
present all that was required was to repeat the coxinter-

iiTitants to the head should it show more symptoms of

excitement, appropriate purgatives, and the administration

of suitable nutriment with broth and jellies, and, by-and-
by, some wine.

Matters were in this state when Dr Todd was introduced

at two o'clock at the consultation, after he had visited the

patient upstairs with myself and Dr Bright. Dr Todd was
not five minutes, by my watch, at the bedside. He felt

his pulse, pulled his eyelids open, roused the sleeping

patient with questions as to whether he knew him and
those around him, which were answered by " No " as to

Dr Todd, and " Yes " when the patient looked round to

Dr Bright, Mr Lavies, and myself, and dropt asleep

again. Like Dr Todd, I also felt the pulse : it was frequent,

but soft ; and the skin felt moist. I fully anticipated that

at our delilicration downstairs Dr Todd would say, " Well,

gentlemen, you have weathered the storm, brought matters

to a favourable pass, and need only continue in the usual

course of all such cases, and our invalid will do well." . I

apprised him that I had attended the patient on four or five

occasions of cerebral excitation, which gave way invariably

to the local abstraction of blood and the persevering

influences of mild mercurial purgatives ; that liis constitu-

tion was a robust one, and that, though verging on sixty-

two years of age, he had fifteen years of good life in him
still. Dr Todd heard all this listlessly ; he was evidently

alai-med, and thought more of his own system of medicine,

for he thus spoke in his turn :
" The patient is slipping

tlu^ough your fingers from delirium tremens. The only

tiling that can save him is one ounce of brandy in water

every half-hour, until half-past five o'clock p.m. (three

hours and a half), when we shall meet again
; or a full

glass of port wine, ujider any circumstance, every hour

:

and this direction must be strictly complied with." We
met at half-past five. The patient knew me, and asked me
how I did; his pulse had come down from 140 to 120, and
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there was a profuse and warm perspiration, lie opened

his eyes more than once, and smiled at some jocular

remarks of Dr Todd ; but the drowsiness was very great.

There had been no more violence since the cupping, which

had decidedly arrested the delirium. Dr Todd insisted on

the brandy treatment being continued, the quantity only

being reduced to half an ounce every half-hour at my
pressing uistigatiou, and with the concurrence of Dr Bright.

This quantity"was to be continued through the night until

we met next day at half-past two o'clock. I asked what

discretionary power was left to Mr Lavies and to myself,

who \vould see tlie patient in the evening and again early

in the moniing. " There will be occasion for none " was
the answer, and we parted.

Saturday, the 28th, saw me at my patient's bedside at

nine o'clock. Dr Todd's brandy treatment had been

strictly adhered to, Mr Lavies having kept a note of every

dose, and of the total quantity taken. The patient was
plunged into intoxicated stupor and unconquerable drowsi-

ness. The pupil did not contract ; the tongue, which was
yesterday moist, and which he now put out but once after

being asked repeatedly to do so, was dry and brown ; the

pulse, counted three times over, was at 120, feeble and
compressible—respiration 26. On being called by his

name, and asked how he felt, he answered, " I am better ;"

but soon relapsed into drowsiness, and would answer no
more. I took upon myself to direct a diminution of the

quantity of the stimulant, by lengthening the intervals of

its administration. At half-past two o'clock we met : more
brandy was determined upon every half-hour again, which,
as a concession to myself, was changed for one hour's
intei-val. But a second consultation at a quarter to six

o'clock in the evening, at which increased stimulant was
again directed, elicited a distinct antagonistic opinion
between Dr Todd and myself. That gentleman did not
hesitate to say, " that if the patient was then worse, which
we all (Dr Todd hiniself included) agreed was the case, we
might thank my having ordered, that morning, the ounce of
brandy to be given every hour instead of every half-hour,
by which three preciov^ doses of the stimulant had been
k)st." Upon which Dr Bright smiled and said, " Come,
come, tlifit is rather too strong !" Nevertheless he gave in
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to the persevering determination of Dr Todd, to again
increase the brandy to one ounce every half-hour

;
upon

which I ventured to make the following remarks :
" As the

physician who has charge of the patient, I think it my
duty to state that I do not adopt, under conviction of its

propriety, tlie advice of continuing the same over-stimu-

lating treatment, against which, on the contrary, I solemnly
protest. I wish to know, Dr Todd, what you are dri\ang

at with such a treatment. What is your rationale for such
a practice, at all events in onr present case? I am not like one
of the Great Frederick's soldiers, who were bidden to follow

their leader without inquiring into his tactics. I hold our
patient's brain to be now under alcoholic influence to an
intense degree. Were its skull-cap removed, it would not,

like that of Yorick, smell of corruption, but of alcoholic

intoxication. I disagree entirely as to the alleged fact, that

at each consultation the patient has been better : I contend,

on the contrary, that he has been worse, and this evening

more so than ever. No doubt, a dose of stimulant, such
as was ordered at the first consultation, was a proper

treatment after depletion, rendered inevitably necessary by
the phrenitic state of the brain

;
and, accordingly, we

obsei'ved an amendment in the evening. The nervous

system, which had been quieted before, continued tranquil

;

the skin was temperately warm and in a persiDiration, as

was the head also—a critical change for the better. The
sensorium was becoming clearer ; the pulse had come down
twenty pulsations, and was soft. There was no sickness,

no distension of the abdomen ; the tongue was moist ; and
he recognised me and spoke of Lancashire collectedly. He
had great inclination to sleep under the action of opiates

previously administered, and whose effect was necessarily

augmented by the brandy ingested,—and he had taken 24

oz. of animal broth. There, then, the stimulating plan

should have stopped : but you insisted on continuing it.

More brandy has been poured down the throat ever since,

which brought on cerebral oppression, from both arterial

and venous congestion ; and a deterioration of eveiy

symptom has ensued, which has been continuous and
uninterrupted. Do but persevere in your treatment, and

the patient will not live beyond Monday." Upon which

Dr Bright smilingly remarked, " Oh, the Doctor is not only
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known to be poetical, but prophetic ;"—alluding to my
prediction of Nicholas' death. I left the consultation, and

the brandy doses were ordered to be continued.

Returning home on foot from Dartmouth House, I

chanced to meet a parliamentary friend of my patient, and
an old patient of mine, who, with me, had only three

months before seen his friend healthy and vigorous in

Germany, albeit afflicted at the sudden loss of his only

child ; and to him I communicated my worst anticipations

:

" Here is a chance for you, Sir Charles, if you are anxious

to return to Parliament : the Member for Ashton is djdng.

They are giving liim at the rate of a pint and a half of

brandy every twenty-four hours ; and if that system is

continued, he will be a dead man in three days." Sir

Charles was quite shocked sit the suddenness of the

announcement : he was not, however, prepared or willing

to look for a borough with which he had not the most
remote connection ; but he knew a gentleman, lately

repudiated by his former constituents, who was not a
stranger to the locality, and to whom such information

as I had just given woiild be of the utmost service if given
with so much assurance ;

" for I know," observed Sir

Charles, "I can rely upon your judgment, and he shall have
it immediately." Thus we parted. It will presently be
seen what this extraneous digression has to do with my
narrative.

As in duty bound, I did not fail to impress that same
day my apprehension and my solemn protest against the
manner in which the patient was treated on his relative,

who kept watching him with great anxiety. I added that,

but for my gi-eat personal regard, I should discontinue my
visits ; at the same time I felt that, as the physician in

charge, I ought not to abandon my post, though unable
to do good.

On the following Sunday, 29th November, therefore, I met
again the consultation early in the morning. In a report
in writing by Mr Lavies, that gentleman seemed inclined
to form a favourable opinion of the case. Upon exa-
mination, however, I found the pulse at 32 in the quarter-
minute

;
tongue diy and brown, with sordes on the teeth

;

the wrist and hand hot, without any perspiration ; the face
elongated

; no possibility of getting him to answer a single
question, except a rc]ietition of the last word of the question
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itself. The pupil, wlieu the eyelid was drawn up, appeared
dilated, and the light contracted it but slightly. There were
twitchings of the hands ; the abdomen was extensively dis-

tended by flatus, a great quantity of which had passed
away through a canula introduced into the rectum through
the night ; no faeces had been evacuated, and the urine had
come away involuntarily : in fact, here was a man, in my
opinion, made artificially apoplectic. Dr Todd proposed
to sluice the head with cold water, so intensely hot was it.

I raised it with some difficu^lty from the pillow, wliile the

Doctor suddenly placed on the crown a large sponge vnih
cold water, squeezing it at the same time. It made the

patient start on his seat and give a scream, putting up both
his hands at the same time to rub down liis hair. I told

him it was his favourite cold shower-bath he was so fond
of, and took the opportunity of asking some questions, but
no answers came. He remained afterwards some time on
his right elbow without being supported, and stroked down
the wet hair again with his left hand, his eyes remaining
closed all the time. I urged a repetition of the cold water

:

Dr Todd complied, and an immense evolution of heat and
steam followed. The nurse had reported liim to have been
more restless, that he picked his clothes and tried to tear

them
;
nevertheless, a dose of the brandy was again ad-

ministered in my presence. I turned away in grief and
went down stairs, followed by the other physicians, who
were immediately called back, as the patient had been sick.

They returned to *me, saying it was notliing. Much dis-

cussion now ensued. I maintained my opposition to the

continuance of these frequent alcoholic ingestions, and
urged their cessation. Dr Bright related the case of a niece

of Dr Clutterbiick, reduced to a similar state by a con-

tinuous use of stimulants under Dr Southwood Smith,

which the uncle took upon himself to sto]") at once, and the

young lady recovered. I thought Dr Bright was about to

side with me ; but nO:—he agreed, on the contrary, -with Dr
Todd for a repetition of an ounce of brandy every hour,

instead of every half-hour, as before ; to diminish the

quinine dose from six to three grains every six hours ; to

sponge the head every hoiir ; and if some real tnrtle-souji

could be procured, to give it. On that da}- a professional

journey to Enheld prevented my being present at the next

consultation, which a little note I found from Dr Bright,
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on my return home, informed me had taken place at 8 p.m.,

when the brandy was ordered to be continued every haltV

hour, and a purgative enema to be administered. I went to

Dai-tmouth House, nevertheless, the same evening, but did

not rouse the patient. I counted 132 beats at his wrist,

which, with his hand, was hot and dry. The head also was
hot, and the temporal pulsation stronger than at the wrist.

There was jactitation, and a throwing about of the arms.

It was discovered that he suffered pain in the act of swallow-

ing, for in the act of deglutition tears ran from his eyes.

Privately I repeated my worst fears to his son-in-law, and
that the inevitable conclusion was fast approaching.

On the following Monday, Nov. 30, being the ninth day
from the seizure, at the morning consultation at half-past

nine o'clock, the state of stupor and insensibility under the

infliction of the brandy-and-water (that is, one ounce of

brandy and one of water) throughout the night was
complete. Lilfe was ebbing fast

;
indeed, at one time we

all thought he was dying, especially when he was forcibly

raised from the pillow to have his throat examined by Dr
Todd. The stimulating injection, with port wine, quinine,

and castor-oil, was ordered to be repeated—doubtful if we
should find him again alive. In the evening, however,

after a copious motion, the patient appeared to be a shade
better. Dr Todd endeavoured, by shouts and some rough
shaking of the head, to make him answer his questions,

but in vain. The brain was steeped in alcohol ; he had an
iron cap on his head. The abdomen had suddenly acquired

an enormous tympanitic expansion, which had begun, as

might have been expected, soon after the first injection,

from the internal volatihsation, at a temperature of 110
degrees, no doubt, of that cursed drug turpentine ! A
consultation followed. They were deliberating whether a
blister or synapism should be applied to the head or to the
region of the heart, Dr Todd inclining for the latter, and
whether another stimulating injection should be given. I

entreated a suspension of all such measures. " Keep your
hands off a dying man ; torment him no longer. You are
perplexing yourself with this symptom and that symptom
when you have none, and never had hxxt one phenomenon
in progress before you since the commencement of your
stimulating treatment—a total insensibility of the brain
from sheer alcoholisation. Stop all inward stimulants."

B
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But my counsel did not prevail ; the stimulants were
ordered to be continued, and I came away in sadness and
disgust. We were never to meet again. The sufferer

ceased to suffer that same night, thus verifying my
prognosis.

He had deliberately been made to swallow one hundred
and twenty ounces, or six imperial pints, of brandy in about
seventy-two hours. I refused to sign the certificate of his

death: Mr La^des did so

—

Game, " Cerebral Affection." (!)

After that declaration. Sir, and my own exposition of the

case, how will the advocates of the "stimidation doctrine,"

and the j)upils of Dr Todd, including yoiir more recent

correspondent "B." (another anonymous), defend the
" characteristics of his practice," or admire his diagnostic

and therapeutical judgment? It stands now recorded on
the pages of those awful folios in the catacombs of the

Eegistrar-General of England, wliich I brought so promi-

nently forward in a recent volume ' On Sudden Death,'

that the late Member for Ashton died " of cerebral

affection." Now, either this cerebral affection was a

primary disease—and then my system of cupping, pur-

gatives, and diaphoretics was the most appropriate for its

recovery, and the opposite, or Brunonian plan, likely to

hasten its fatal result—or the cerebral affection was a
secondary disease; and in that case the 120 ounces of

brandy was an experiment which gave rise to it, leading

to an equally fatal result. There is no escaping from

the dilemma. It may be all very well for the Corypheus of

a new medical doctrine to make such experiments in corpwe
vili, but in our case the experiment has been far too costly.

The results have not only affected an individual and his

family, but for a moment involved the interests of the

nation.

The death of a most excellent man, twelve years at least

before his natural time ; the loss to society of a well-kno\\'n

and enlightened philanthropist, and to Parliament of one

of its most assiduous members, who had served twenty-

two years ; the siidden removal of a kind master and
benefactor to hundreds of workmen and their families

:

these were the immediate and sad results of an obstiiiate

adlierence to one of the most pernicious practices ever

palmed upon an ignorant public. The remote results were
not less disastrous, perhaps. My fatal anticipations, men-
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tioned to Sir Charles—the gentleman alluded to in my
episodic digression—were instantly communicated to Mr
Milner G-ibson, the repudiated Member for Manchester, who,

I doubt not, lost not a moment in going down to Ashton to.

CAirry favour among people who would soon have to exer-

cise the privilege of voting for a new representative. He
thus distanced in the field his competitors, local and worthy

men, Messrs JNIason and Astley, and even Serjeant Shea,

who arrived too late. They all knew on the spot of the

iUness of their sitting Member ; but none except Mr. Gibson,

knew that, in two days, liis seat would be vacant. He took

his measures accordingly ; waited for the sad event, ana
the issue of a new writ—both which occurrences took place

within five days—and in due time stepped into the violently-

vacated seat. Six Aveeks after, the new Member for Ashton
moved that famous resolution condemnatory of the Ministry,

which threw out the strongeSt-headed, the most sagacious,

and by far the cleverest Prime Minister of the day, whether
in England or on the Continent, and let in the opposing
party, to be itself culhute soon after, in order that the ousted
Ministry might again be reinstated, with Mr Gibson as one
of its members

;
representing, for the first time, the element

of what is called "pure democracy" in an English Cabinet!

Its thin wedge being thus once introduced, will, with the

influence of Bright at St Stephen's and of Cobden at the

Tuileries, go far to change the character of the administra-
tion and fortune of the country ; for the wliich we shall

have to tliank the new doctrine of " stimulation ;" as, most
assuredly, neither Mason, nor Astley, nor even Serjeant
Shea, would have been the man to upset Lord Palraerston.

I am, &c.,

A. B. GRANVILLE, M.D., F.E.S.

1 CimzoN Street, May Fair,

24</t Feb., 18G0.



ADDENDA TO THE SECOND EDITION.

As might have been expected, the preceding Letter,

printed in a popular Medical joiirnal—circulated freely in

a separate form, and copied into a local paper at Ashton-

under-Lyne, elicited animadversion from parties directly

or indirectly interested in the question.

First came Mr Armstrong Todd, who in the columns of

that journal accused the writer of the letter, in most

vituperative language, of having cowardly attacked his

relative dead, whom I had «iot dared to attack Living.

Next came the Editor of the local paper himself, who, of

course, repeats the charge without taking the trouble of

ascertaining first whether it was a just one, and adds his

own reflection on what he considers an unprovoked and

unnecessary disclosure on my part. Thirdly, though some-

what tardily, there came a communication to the ' Medical

Circular ' from the only other surviving medical witness,

Mr Lavies, to whom I had myself referred in my narrative,

and who deliberately repeats the charges of both Mr Todd

and the Ashton journal. Fourthly, and lastly, a leader

from the Editor of the ' Medical Times and Gazette ' of

the 24th of March, was added to the phalanx of assailants,

not in an angry mood, as the others exhibited, but in a

flippant and half-humorous style, quite in character, one

may suppose, with his heart-faculty of appreciating the

solemnities of so tragic a scene as I have delineated. In

such a style tliis fourth assailant repeats the two charges.

Not one of these parties has so much as evinced the

smallest pretension or disposition to justify, or explain

away, or dispute the truth of a single one of my facts !

whilst I proclaim the falsity of their charges, and prove it

by the following coiTespondence.
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THE BEANDY PEACTICE OF MEDICINE.

An Atmoer to Mr A. Todd, the Editor of t/te ' Ashton Itejiorter,' and

to Mr Lacies.

TO THE EDITOR OF THE 'MEDICAL CIKCULAR.'

Sir,—Doctor Todd's brother has spoken ; the Editor of

the ' Ashton and Staleybridge Eeporter,' in whose columns
that gentleman's scunilous and abusive letter appeared

on the 17th inst., has spoken also; and now, March 21,

has spoken Mr Lavies. Well ! has either the one, or the

other, or the third of those writers impugned my state-

ment or denied my facts ? No ! the facts stand as I have
related them, from notes -svritten in my journal day by day,

and the unprejudiced Medical Practitioner will form his

own conclusion, and, I trust, eschew any similar course

under similar circumstances. For the sake of the patients

and the credit of the most noble art man can profess, I con-

fidently hope and believe that 120 ounces, or six imperial

pints, of brandy wiU never again be poured down the throat,

in the space of seventy-two hours, of any individual suffer-

ing either under " cerebral affection," as Mr Lavies deno-
minated Mr Hhidley's disease in his certificate, and as all

the symptoms detailed by me will have convinced every
imbiassed reader had existed throughout—or even under
delirium tremens, as he now, for the first time, is inclined
to denominate the disease. No doubt Mr Lavies would
support such an opinion by referring to the rapid perception
of that complaint in this case by Dr Todd, after a few
minutes' examination of the patient. But subsequent and
nearly equally fatal experience of that physician's quick-
ness of perception the world has had in Dr Smethurst's
case, and wordd hardly trust to it in our own.

So far, then, as to facts, and the main gist of that case.

And now as to the two accusations brought forward by aU
the ^v^ite^s against me. The first is, that I have "wilfully,"

"unceremoniously," and "unnecessarily" dragged before
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the public a case which happened two years and two
months ago, purposely to damage the memory of one Avho
had only just quitted the world, instead of making or

publishing my objections to the system at a proper period.

You, Sir, well know that, so far fi-om my communication
of the 29th ultimo to your journal being a volunteer, a
wilful or unnecessary one, it was caUed forth by two previous
communications on the same subject in two j)revious

numbers of your journal (February 15 and 22) ; the one
highly condemnatory of Dr Todd's practice, and questioning

his reputation to the extent of calling him an emipric
;

the other defending both, in not well-measured terms.

The question of the merits or demerits of the individual

and his practice being thus distinctly brought before tlie

public by others, it was open to any Member of the Pro-

fession who possessed the means of throwing more light

on the topic, manfully to come forward and show, by an
imquestionable, and, I may now add, unquestioned testi-

mony, though in a single and fatal instance only, how
pernicious the doctrine itself was, and how impossible it

was for that Member of the Profession to join in the

popular appreciation of its determined advocate. Had I,

indeed, volunteered such a testimony in print during Dr
Todd's life, besides acting in violation of the ordinary rules

of professional etiquette imder such circumstances, I might
have been taxed (and my present accusers, it is fair to

believe, would have been the first to do so) with having

acted from motives of professional jealousy of the Doctor's

worldly success, or from malice or personal spite. Such
accusations cannot now be brought against me, for I have

not impugned Dr Todd's general character as a physician,

or whatever abilities he may have possessed. I only strove,

by a legitimate means (nor do I regi-et it, or tlie wide

circulation I gave to it), to prevent his treatment of disease

from being continuedby youthful and enthusiastic followers.

For, alas ! there is too much proneness to follow brandy-

practice.

But, have I, in reality, as the second accusation imports,

waited two years and two months to make a "cowardly

attack " on Dr Todd, after his death, wliich I might have

made " honourably during his lifetime, but evidently feared

to do so r Such, with many other equally gentlemanly
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plu-ases, Mr Todd employs' iii his letter to the 'Ashton

Eeporter,' who re-echoes the same in his editorial remarks
;

and Mr Lavies is not far behind in making the same charge.

Would your readers believe, that while this accusation

was penned, the last and the first of my accusers must have

been in possession, or, at all events, must have known the

existence of a strong written protest from myself, addressed

to the last-named gentleman, in which I recapitulated all

the fatal circumstances of the case—the exorbitant doses of

brandy given—my lispeated condemnations of the treatment

at every consultation—my refusal to sign the certificate of

death, ending with a desire to know what cause had been
assigned for it ? Was that lilce fear of attacking Dr Todd's

practice in his Kfetime ? Well ! what then ? That very
letter, Avritten only a week after Mr Hindley's death, was
forxoardcd hy Mr Lavies to Dr Todd, who, for reasons best

known to himself, thought it more prudent to take no notice

of it

!

5 Great George street, W.
February 27, 1860.

" Dear Sir,—Your notes, bearing date respectively the

22rd and 2oth instant, have been duly received. On
perusing that of the 25th inst., it did not occur to me that

any answer was necessary, inasmuch as on the day on
which yon did me the favour to call, I fully assented to

the correctness of all you stated with regard to your having
written to me, and my reply. When we parted, I told you
that I thought I had forwarded your letter and copy of my
answer (a) to the late Dr Todd ; that I was afraid I had

{(i) The answer to my j^rotest, here alluded to, simply
stated that he was not aware I had refused to sign the certifi-

cate of death, the cause of wliicli he had set down as " cerebral

affection."

Perhaps, after the above full expose of the complete fallacy

of the two charges brought against me by Mr Todd, the
Ashton joimialist, and now, again, by Mr Lavics, it is scarcely
worth while to notice the smaller'] naccuracies which his letter

to you of last Wednesday contains. De minimis non curat, &c.
ytill, as however insignificant, individually, such inaccuracies
may be considered, their aggregate number is evidently meant
to tlirow discredit on niy ]n'intcd narrative, it will be as Avell

to notice them, that the said narrative may continue in its full,
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not kept a copy of the correspondence, but that I would
look over my papers, and should I find either the original

or copy, I would forward them to you.

" I am, dear Sir, yours truly,

(Signed) "J. LAVIES."

stern, and fatal integrity. The correspondence with another

ocular witness of its veracity which I am enabled to add -wdll

bear out my estimate of the small value attached to Mr Lavies'

testimony. He asserts that he "was not summoned as I have
stated, but suddenly in the night, in consequence of a paroxysm
of deiirimn, and that he found Dr GranviUe and others in

attendance." This is incorrect. When Mr Lavies was first

called in, I was alone in attendance, Dr Bright not having been
consulted until forty-eight hours after at my own suggestion

;

and Mr Lavies' summons was in comphance with a previous

arrangement, made by myself, that he should, hving nearer, be
sent for in case of emergency. Mr Lavies' " experience of the

patient " must have been but small indeed, as compared to one
of many years' continuance. All I can say is, that Mr Lavies

never alluded with me to his experience of the patient, which
I knew to have been very trifling ; and what is more, I never

heard him, either to myself or at the consultation, utter a word of

disapproval of my treatment. Mr Lavies' statement, that " he
hesitated to subscribe to my opinion, and rather subscribed to

the opinion of the case being one of delirium treviens" is not

only new to me, but simply ridiculous. That a gentleman
who never exhibited any sign of such a disease, who was tem-

perate in his habits, and with whom I had dined, in company
with Dr Hammel, a Russian physician, only a day or two before,

on which day Mr Hindley had been into the City to transact

business to the extent of many thousands of pounds—that such

a person should, all at once, be seized with delirium tremens,

passes my comprehension and experience. Talk of attacking

a dead man's character, indeed ! What is this dark insinuation

against a man whose respectability, simpHcity of manners,

purity of heart, and regularity of habits were lcno\\Ti to all, and
whose memory I revere—that he had died of the disease of

drunkards ? For shame ! for shame ! He expired, indeed,

steeped in alcohol, but who plunged him into it ?

I have only now to enclose the correspondence alluded to in

this note, and conclude with the expression of ray determina-

tion to close mth it aU discussion of a subject not more painful

to the interested parties than to your obliged servant,

A. B. G.
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Neither copy nor original ever came to me, for the

reason, no doubt, assigned by Mr Lavies himself—namely,

that the original was actually in Dr Todd's family posses-

sion. And yet Mr Lavies joins in the hollow charge that

I waited two years and two months before I protested

against his deceased friend's practice, and that I made a

personal attack on a man of high reputation, whom I did

not venture to assail during his lifetime !

From this, and Mr Lavies' avowal of being a brandy
advocate in medicine, I think I can now guess who it was
that suggested and recommended, unknown either to myself,

in charge of the case, or to Dr Bright, the consulting

physician, the sudden introduction of Dr Todd, when
neither of us had expressed or felt the necessity of any
third opinion. If so, it was a clandestine and dishonourable
act, which led to the sacrifice of life. I expected better

things from so respected a fellow-Practitioner, with whom
my earliest professional intercourse dates from nearly
thirty-five years back !

I have the honour to be your obedient servant,

A. B. GRANVILLE.

1 CURZON STREET, MaY FaIR,

22nd March, 1860.

"Dear Sir,—Be good enough to peruse the printed
paper I leave with tliis note at your residence, and teU me
in writing whether all the passages which refer to your
Professional assistance in the case are coiTectly set forth.
Tou will further oblige me by stating whether, at the time
of cupping the patient, on either of the two occasions in
which you succeeded, or on the one occasion when you
failed, your impression of the condition of the patient was
such as (from your large experience as cupper you might
be competent to form) would induce you to consider it as
'nervous exhaustion with excitement, consequent on debility' (!)
or rather as something else, approaching to cerebral con-
gestion with phrenetic tendency, especially at the last
cupping to which you were summoned, November 26th, by
a note in Dr Bright's ovm handwriting.
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" If your memory serves you, I shall be glad also to
know whether at the first or second time of cupping the
patient—or even during the vain attempts made between
the two successful operations, when Mr Lavies was present,
you ever heard that gentleman, either in my presence or
when I was absent, disapprove of the system recommended
by myself, and supported by Dr Bright's approbation.
"You have, I believe, cupped occasionally the same

patient at my recommendation ; and you will remember
whether the state in which he was when you were called

to him in liis last illness, was not a very exaggerated form of
the head attacks to wliich he was occasionally subject.

" Believe me to be yours, &c.

"A. B. a.
" Mr Mapleson, Cupper to the Queen."

" 71 WiMPOLE STREET, W.,
March 22, 1860.

"Deae Sir,—I remember perfectly well the case of

poor Mr Hindley, and do not hes.itate to say that I look
upon him as a murdered man. I had for some years past

cupped him, by your direction, for determination of blood
to the head, and he was invariably relieved by this opera-

tion. On the 2-ith of November, 1857, I was summoned
to Mr Hindley, and found him suffering from a similar

attack, for which I had cupped him before, only in a much
more exaggerated form, as his speech was considerably

affected. I took six ounces of blood from over the mastoid

processes, and he was decidedly relieved ; and I was in-

formed that he slept for some hours afterwards, and woke
tranquil.

"Un the 26th, I again cupped him, I think by Dr
Bright's and your direction, with the same happy result as

the previous operation ; and it is my firm opinion that he
would then have rapidly recovered, had not Dr Todd been
called in, as the stimulants he took by his orders appeared

to stupify, and, indeed, to upset all that had been done,

the attack having been a very serious one, but was at that

period decidedly mastered.. I certainly never heard on any-
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occasion Mr Lavies disapprove of your treatment of Mr
Hindley.

" I do not write this solely from memory, as I made a

note of the case at the time, and, having known him for a

long period, I was much grieved at his unhappy fate.

" I remain, Sir, yours, very faithfully,

"JOHN MAPLESON,
" Dr Granville." " Cupper to the Queen.

ME LAVIES AND DR GRANVILLE.

TO THE EDITOR OF THE 'JIEDICAL CIECULAE.'

Sir,—I regi'et most deeply to find, from Mr Lavies'

letter, that the accuracy of the statements made by Dr
Granville are completely confirmed, respecting the abuse

of stimulants by Dr Todd in the case of Mr Hindley.

It gives me gTeat astonishment to hear that Mr Lavies

should venture to give a favourable opinion upon such
practice. Dr Lavies, the son of Mr Lavies, was, I believe,

educated at King's CoUege, and this will go far to explain

the course now taken
. by the father. But there is now

only one opinion entertained by all sound Physicians

respecting Dr Todd's stimulating practice, and no advocacy
on the part of the pupils of King's College will ever bring

the Profession to look upon it as anything but empirical

practice. In reference to the practice of Dr Todd, and his

striking and sudden death, it has been stated that the most
celebrated Physiologist of the present time, when he heard
of the event, exclaimed, " In mercy to mankind, God put
an end to a pernicious life."

I am, &c., JUSTUS.-

London, March 24, 1860.

On the more tardy appearance of another personal attack
in the 'Mfdical Times and Gazette,' of the 24th of March,
by the editor, I lost not a moment in replying to his mis-



28

representations and ridiculous assertions : but my letter, of

course, was not inserted. He has not had the honesty-

displayed by the Editor of the * Ashton Ileporter,' who has
inserted my reply to the cliarges in extenso, I therefore

take the present opportunity to answer him thus :

SiK,—Before I allude again to your reiteration ofthe two
personal charges against me, which having since been
thoro\ighly disproved, you are probably ashamed of having
too precipitately adopted, I will refer to the only medical
part of my statement on which you have commented On
my facts, or any of them, you have not ventured to cast

the smallest doubt
;
but, like the non-professional accusers,

you point out, as a proof of the propriety of Dr Todd's

treatment, that part of my narrative in which it is stated

that, after the first few doses of brandy, the pidse had
come down from 140 to 120, and that there was a j)ro-

fuse and warm perspiration, from which you lead your
readers to believe that the patient was only then made
better. It suits you to pass over in sUence that other

part of my narrative which immediately precedes the

former, and in which I describe the state of the patient

a few hours only before the introduction of Dr Todd,

namely, soon after the second cupping ordered by Dr
Bright and myself, whereby the violence of delirium had
been completely subdued. Let me recall that passage to

your recollection :
" Such was the satisfactory report when

I visited the patient early on the 27th—the patient l}'ing

on his right side against the glaring light of the sim,

asleep ; the respiration 24, equal, soft, and well drawn.

Nothing could be more promising. We had evidently

subdued the phrenetic state of the brain, and as the

patient's constitution is sound, loithout any ajypearancc of

weakness, still less of prostration, there is every ground for

a favourable prognosis, and such opinion I communicated
to his relative." And yet, in the face of this declared

favourable condition of the patient two or three hours

before the introduction of the brandy plan, you mystify

your readers by asserting that that plan had produced the

first amelioration of the patient ! Fi done ! (as you are

fond of French phrases.) Where was your candour, or

your medical acumen, when you penned those words?

Why ignore also the fact of my having expressed my
surprise to the relative present at Ms having called in a
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third opinion wlien " things were wearing an encouraging

aspect, and that we were perfectly aware of the nature of

the complaint, which would only reqxiire suitable nutri-

ment, broth, jelly, and, by and by, some wine ? " All this,

which represented the true state of the case (and the said

relative is alive to disprove it, if untrue), it has suited

your purpose to ignore. Is that honest ? But granting

even that the first amelioration of the patient was the

result of brandy, where, in my narrative, do you, Sir,

discover any other single instance of subsequent amelio-

ration under the infliction of reiterated doses of that

brandy until death ? And yet you would have us believe

that you approve of such a treatment

!

And now, as to your insinuation that I did not protest

against Dr Todd's doctrine and practice in his lifetime. I

tell you it is one which you, as a medical man, ought

never to have thrown out, if you have read with attention

all that transpired at each consultation" with that phy-
sician. Do you ever remember being present at any
such, in your own practice, in which the medical man in

charge of the case has more perseveringiy or uncompro-
misingly protested against the erroneous views of the other

practitioner called in consultation than I did with Dr Todd ?

And did not my immediately subsequent wi'itten protest

against the entire treatment, sent to Mr Lavies, and by
him forsvarded to Dr Todd, show that I dared let the

parties interested know how I disapproved of their

doings 1

With regard to the second charge, that I have wantonly
brought before the public the present case : confining my-
self to the medical bearing of such a charge in discussing

it with a medical editor, who ought to know that the sub-
ject matter of Dr Todd's doctrine, of which my case is an
illustration, had already been brought before the public in

one of his contemporaries on two distinct occasions,—

I

would ask you, since you do not deny the accuracy of my
awful facts, whether, in such a case, any consideration
ought to induce a physician to suppress them, when they
exhibit one of the most striking and undisputed illustra-

tions of the pernicious effects on human life of a novel
medical treatment ? Is it true that my interference has
only served to desecrate unnecessarily the privacy of a
family

; or rather does not the fact that the life of a well-
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known public man (the only survivor of his own immediate
family), wh om society and the public service could ill

spare, has been sacrificed by the doctrine you espouse,

tend to paint in stronger colours its perniciousness when
publicly divulged in an authoritative narrative? Has
ever such an absurd allegation as yours been brought
against those who followed John Brown to his grave witli

anathemas against his more than fatal system now again

about to be revived in England?
But there, after all, is the real sting ! No animadver-

sions against my narrative, or its author, would ever had
been heard had it related only to some dozen poor fellows

in the wards of King's College Hospital dying of brandy
or port wine. That would have passed imheeded, like the

hundred accidents on railways when the poorer classes

only are injured ; but when a bishop, as a witty divine

remarked, shall have been killed, the world will rise in

arms. And so "it wOl do against a pernicious medical

practice, when that same world is told that a most valuable

and useful member of the commonwealth has been humed
to a premature grave by it.

A. B. G.

1 CURZON STREET, MaY FaIR,
2n(l Ajml, 1860.

To the Editor of the
' Medical Times and Gazette.'

P.S.—To any person, Medical or othenvise, disposed to

notice farther tliis important question, I recommend the

perusal of the first Leader in this day's ' Medical Circular,'

in which they will find the sentiments of an acute and
impartial judge, well qualified to take a part in this

discussion, whether as to its moral or medical bearing.

4th April, 1860.
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